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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1, 3, 5-7, 9-14, 16, 18 and 20-25 are pending in this application per 
amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1, 14, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

a. " selectively choosing at least one available user storage device to store the 
new data object" is indefinite regarding what method is employed to select a user 
storage device. 

b. "establishing a communication session with the at least one available user 
storage device" and "sending the new data object to the at least one available user 
storage device for storage therein" are both unclear whether "the at least one available 
user storage device" is the user storage device that was "selectively ch[osen]". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 3, 9-11, 13, 14, 16, 18, 20, 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Yukie et al., US 6,956,833 (hereinafter Yukie), in view of 
Bucher, US 6,928,476 (hereinafter Bucher). 

For claims 1,14 and 18, Yukie discloses a method for a data acquisition device, which 
is configured to generate at least two different types of data objects, to distinguish 
between the at least two different types of data objects, and to selectively and 
automatically transfer only some of the data objects, including a new data object to a 
user storage device and based upon a determination of data object type (Abstract), the 
method comprising: 

detecting a new data object (col. 6, lines 55-59, disclosure of device detecting 
digital image after it has been captured); 

determining a type of the new data object from a plurality of available types (col. 

6, lines 60-63); 

determining whether the new data object should be stored locally or whether the 
new data object should be stored remotely at a user storage device, wherein the 
determination of whether the new data object should be stored locally or, alternatively, 
at a remote user storage device is based at least in part on the determination of the type 
of the new data object and such that the new data object will be automatically 
transferred to the user storage device only when it is determined that the new data 
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object is of a particular type configured for automatic transfer to the user storage device 
(col. 7, lines 35-47); 

selectively choosing at least one available user storage device to store the new 
data object (col. 7, lines 35-47); 

establishing a communication session with the at least one available user 
storage device device (col. 6, lines 60-63, disclosure that camera establishes contact 
with remote storage); and 

sending the new data object to the at least one available user storage device for 
storage therein (col. 6, lines 60-63, data objects to the user storage device via an 
established connection). 

Yukie fails to explicitly disclose: 

establishing a communication session with an online connection service and 
communicating with the online connection service to obtain a list of available user 
storage devices associated with the data acquisition device in response to determining 
that the new data object is of the particular type configured for automatic transfer, the 
method further comprising receiving a network address for each available user storage 
device on the list; 

However, Bucher discloses a remote data storage system that presents a user 
with a list of remote storage devices to which data may be sent (Bucher, col. 7, lines 1- 
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10). Yukie and Bucher are analogous art because both are from the field of the transfer 
of data from a client to a remote server. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the teachings of Yukie with those of Bucher, because this modification would 
extend the remote storage system as taught by Yukie to allow for a plurality of possible 
storage options that are presented to a user in a tabular format. 

For claims 3, 16 and 20, the combination of Yukie and Bucher discloses wherein the 
new data object comprises a media file selected from the group consisting of a sound 
file, a voice file, an image file, and a video file (Yukie, col. 7, lines 35-40). 

For claim 9, the combination of Yukie and Bucher discloses the method of claim 1 , 
wherein communicating with the online connection service comprises sending 
authentication information to authenticate the data acquisition device to the online 
connection service (Yukie, col. 4, lines 1-8). 

For claim 1 0, the combination of Yukie and Bucher discloses the method of claim 1 , 
further comprising requesting permission to store the new data object at the at least one 
available user storage device before sending the object to the at least one available 
user storage device (Bucher, col. 4, lines 23-29, disclosure that remote storage device 
must first approve data transfer before receipt of data). 



Application/Control Number: 10/817,599 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2457 

For claim 1 1 , the combination of Yukie and Bucher discloses the method of claim 1 0, 
wherein the requesting permission is performed implicitly by sending authentication 
information to the at least one available user storage device and receiving an 
authentication success message from the at least one available user storage device 
(Bucher, col. 4, lines 23-29, disclosure that remote storage device must first approve 
data transfer before receipt of data). 

For claim 1 3, the combination of Yukie and Bucher discloses the method of claim 1 , 
wherein establishing the communication session with the at least one available user 
storage device comprises establishing a link with the at least one available user storage 
device through an intermediate proxy server (Bucher, col. 4, lines 43-48). 

For claim 23, the combination of Yukie and Bucher discloses the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the online connection service stores active presence information about the 
available user storage devices associated with the data acquisition device (Bucher, col. 
7, lines 1-4, disclosure that system only provides information regarding "available" 
systems). 

For claim 24, the combination of Yukie and Bucher discloses the method of claim 1 , 
wherein establishing a communications session with the at least one available user 
storage device comprises a communications session which is separate and distinct from 
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the communications session with the online connection service (Bucher, col. 7, lines 38- 
43). 

For claim 25, the combination of Yukie and Bucher discloses the method of claim 1 , 
wherein image data objects are of the particular type configured for automatic transfer, 
while voice data objects are not, and such that, such that image data objects are 
selected for automatic transfer while voice data objects are refrained from being 
selected for automatic transfer (Yukie, col. 9, lines 6-13 and 20-25, disclosure of 
wireless device which can selectively transfer image and audio data objects). 

6. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yukie, in 
view of Bucher, and further in view of Snyder et al., US 5,564,109 (hereinafter Snyder). 

For claim 5, the combination of Yukie and Bucher fails to explicitly disclose the method 
of claim 1 , further comprising receiving a prioritized list of available user storage devices 
associated with the data acquisition device from the online connection service. 

However, Snyder discloses a system which provides a user with a ranked list of 
peripherals which can perform a designated task. (Synder, col. 4, lines 5-10). The 
combination of Yukie and Bucher and Synder are analogous art because both solve the 
problem of matching a user device with an appropriate remote device by way of 
providing a list of suitable devices to a requesting user device. 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the teachings of the combination of Yukie and Bucher with those of Synder, 
because this modification would extend the remote storage system as taught by the 
combination of Yukie and Bucher to include providing a requesting user device with a 
ranked list of available entities on which to store data. 

7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yukie, in 
view of Bucher, and further in view of Harrow et al., US 20030009586 (hereinafter 
Harrow). 

For claim 12, the combination of Yukie and Bucher fails to explicitly disclose wherein 
establishing the communication session with the at least one available user storage 
device comprises establishing a peer- to-peer link with the at least one available user 
storage device. 

However, Harrow discloses a system which directs a client to establish a peer-to- 
peer connection to another peer for the purpose of carrying out a desired function 
(Harrow, [0027]). The combination of Yukie and Bucher and Harrow are analogous art 
because both are from the field of matching a user device with an appropriate remote 
device to carry out a desired function. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the teachings of the combination of Yukie and Bucher with those of Harrow, 
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because this modification would extend the remote storage system as taught by the 
combination of Yukie and Bucher. 

7. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yukie, in view of Bucher, in view of Snyder, and further in view of Domenikos et al., US 
5838916 (hereinafter Domenikos). 

For claim 6, the combination of Yukie, Bucher and Snyder fails to explicitly disclose 
further comprising receiving information on the communications protocols supported by 
each available user storage device on the prioritized list. 

However, Domenikos discloses a system which provides a client system with a 
list of servers, including communication protocol information, that provide a desired 
service (Domenikos, col. 19, lines 18-35). The combination of Yukie, Bucher and 
Synder and Domenikos are analogous art because both solve the problem of providing 
a user device with an appropriate remote device by way of providing a list of suitable 
devices to a requesting user device. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the teachings of the combination of Yukie, Bucher and Synder with those of 
Domenikos, because this modification would extend the combination to include 
providing a requesting user device with a ranked list, which includes protocol 
information, of available entities on which to store data. 
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For claim 7, the combination of Yukie, Bucher, Snyder and Domenikos discloses the 
method of claim 6, wherein the sending of the new data object is in accordance with the 
communications protocol supported by the at least one available user storage device 
(Domenikos, col. 19, lines 18-35, it is inherent that user device will make use of 
information collected regarding methods for interfacing with remote devices with regard 
to establishing connection). 

8. Claims 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yukie, in view of Bucher, and further in view of Crosbie et al., US 7,19771 1 
(hereinafter Crosbie). 

For claim 21 , the combination of Yuke and Bucher fails to explicitly disclose the method 
of claim 1 , wherein determining if the type of the new data object is of a type configured 
for automatic transfer to an available user storage device comprises reading a 
configuration file included on the data acquisition device which specifies a plurality of 
data object types to automatically transfer to an available user storage device. 

However, Crosbie discloses a system in which a user can configure 
synchronization settings for a mobile device (Crosbie, col. 14, lines 9-16). The 
combination of Yukie, Bucher and Crosibe are analogous art because both are from the 
field of synchronizing data objects between mobile devices and servers. 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the teachings of the combination with Crosbie, because this modification would 
extend the combination to include a user explicitly settings the conditions under which 
synchronization occurs . 

For claim 22, the combination of Yukie, Bucher and Crosbie discloses the method of 
claim 21 , further comprising wherein the configuration file included on the data 
acquisition device is input by a user (Crosbie, col. 14, lines 9-16). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clayton R. Williams whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3801 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8 a.m. - 5 p.m.). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Nov. 24, 2008 
CRW 



Clayton R. Williams 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2457 



Application/Control Number: 10/817,599 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2457 

/ARIO ETIENNE/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



